Key v. Sullivan 925 F.2d 1056 (7th Cir. 1991) Cited 120 times Agency 
adjudications are quasi-judicial but they need not necessarily partake of all 


the formalistic rigor that characterizes their courtroom counter-parts. ae 
Because the Secretary must actively 


execute certain statutory and policy mandates, his or her discretion should 
not be overly circumscribed by the rigid application of judicial doctrines. In 


See 42 U.S.C. § 405(g). 
Marilyn R. v. Saul Case No. 4:18-cv-04098-SLD-JEH (C.D. Ill. Sep. 13, 2019) Cited 9 times 


the United States, so the Constitution required them to be appointed by the 
Commissioner of the SEC, the President, or a court of law. Because the ALJ 
who presided over the plaintiff's administrative hearing was not so 
appointed, but instead was hired by SEC employees, the Court vacated the 
administrative judgment and remanded for a new hearing by a properly 
appointed ALJ. Id. at 2055. 
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Barker v. Village of Cahokia Case No. 06-cv-830-DRH (S.D. III. Aug. 13, 2007) 


Immunity Absolute immunity is applicable not only to government officials, 
such as a prosecutor or a judge, but also to officials performing "functionally 
comparable" acts in other contexts. Butz v. Economou, 438 U.S. 478, 512 
(1978). 


ss Crenshaw v. Bayard, 180 F.3d 866, 868 (7th Cir. 1999); Wilson v. 


Kelkhoff, 86 F.3d 1438, 1445 (7th Cir. 1996). "Immunity is justified and 
defined by the functions it protects and serves, not the person to whom it 
attaches." 


State ex Rel. Paynter v. Marion Sup. Ct. 264 Ind. 345 (Ind. 1976) Cited 29 times 


Holding that, "we accept lower standards in proceedings that are quasi-judicial in 
nature in circumstances where it would be unworkable to do otherwise" 


health facility without a license, thus such qa Malen violative of 
due process. p. 352. 4. ADMINISTRATIVE LAW — Board. — 
An board is not a court and does not perform and 

then as . Here, the attorney general may assist in prosecuting the 


claims or in advising the council, but Ind. Code § 16-10-2-4 defining the 
composition of the council which Sits in judgment 


Family Development v. Waste Watchers 749 N.E.2d 1243 (Ind. Ct. App. 2001) Cited 


12 times 


An administrative agency may elect to follow the Trial Rules, but Indiana 
courts have long held that the Trial Rules are not mandatory rules of 


procedure for administrative agencies. Proceedings before administrative 


Accordingly, the Trial 


Rules which govern procedure and practice in courts do not apply to 
proceedings before administrative agencies nor to the proceedings requisite 
to invoking the jurisdiction of reviewing judicial 


judicial proceedings, and that their orders are not judgments, but are 
administrative orders." Public Service Comm. v. Cleveland, Cincinnati, 


Chicago and St. Louis Railway Co. (1918), 188 Ind. 197, 201, 202, 121 N.E. 
116, 118; See Southern Indiana Railway Co. v. Railroad Commission of 
Indiana (1909), 172 Town of Merrillville v. Lincoln Gardens Utils 170 Ind. App. 
245 (Ind. Ct. App. 1976) Cited 6 times 


“Silence can only be equated with fraud where there is a legal or 
moral duty to speak or where an inquiry left unanswered is 
intentionally misleading”. U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F. 2d 297 (1977) 


“Silence is a species of conduct, and constitutes an implied 
representation of the existence of facts in question, and the 
estoppel by misrepresentation. When silence is of such a 
character and under such circumstances that it would become a 
fraud on the other party to permit the silent party to deny what 
his silence has induced the other party to believe and act upon, it 
will operate as an estoppel. Carmine v. Bower, 64 A. 932 


“Because of what appears to be a lawful command on the 
surface, many citizens, because of their respect for what only 
appears to be a law, are cunningly coerced into waiving their 
rights, due to ignorance.” (Paraphrased) United States v. 
Minker, 350 US 179, at page 187 


